Creationism is sometimes offered as a present-day version of the design argument. This turns out not to be an effective line of argument.
o Criticisms of evolutionary theory are generally uninformed and logically flawed. o Creationism does not qualify as a scientific theory because it does not generate testable hypotheses. Thus, it is not a suitable alternative within a scientific context.
The Ontological Argument
First presented by Anselm (1033 -1109, Archbishop of Canterbury; argument presented in 1077). 1. I can conceive of a perfect being, one with all the perfect-making properties.
(This is what we mean by "God" -one with all the perfect-making properties.) 2. Objects that exist in reality are more perfect than those that exist merely in the mind. 3. Therefore, a being with all the perfect-making properties would have to exist in reality. 4. Therefore, God exists. Problem: This argument assumes that existence is a property (along with being brown, or being rectangular). This is an error; existence is not a property.
Reductio ad absurdum version of the ontological argument: The argumentative strategy: A reductio ad absurdum argument shows that a particular assumption leads to a contradiction. (A contradiction is a situation in which a particular proposition is said to be both true and false. Contradictions are guaranteed to be false.) Any assumption that leads to a contradiction must be false, so we can conclude that its negation (roughly, its opposite) is true. Here's the argument:
1. A being is God only if is the greatest conceivable being. (This is taken to be part of the definition of "God.") 2. God exists in the mind, but not in reality. (This is the assumption made for the reductio ad absurdum strategy. This will lead to a contradiction, and the argument will conclude that its opposite is true. Something is said to exist in the mind if we can understand it.) 3. Existence both in reality and in the mind is greater than existence in the mind alone. 4. We can conceive of a being that is like God but that also exists in reality. 5. Thus, we can conceive of a being that is greater than God. 6. Thus, we can conceive of a being that is greater than the greatest conceivable being. (This is a contradiction, and it follows from the assumption made in premise 2.) 7. Thus, premise 2 must be false. 8. Thus, God exists in the reality as well as in the understanding. Criticism of Anselm's ontological argument: Gaunilo's Perfect Island Objection Shortly after Anselm presented his argument, a monk named Gaunilo presented a parallel argument intended to show that Anselm's argument doesn't work. Here's Gaunilo's argument:
1. An island is the Isle of Perfection only if it is the greatest conceivable island. 2. The Isle of Perfection exists only in the mind, and not in reality. (Assumed for the reductio ad absurdum strategy.) 3. Existence both in reality and in the mind is greater than existence in the mind alone. 4. We can conceive of an island that is like the Isle of Perfection but that also exists in reality. 5. Thus, we can conceive of an island that is greater than the Isle of Perfection.
